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DIGEST. 





AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 7 


ARBITRATION— 

Contract—Principal and agent—Arbitration clause forbidding 
legal proceedings by either party—Award of arbitrators finding 
agent to blame—Dismissal of agent—Action for damages—Motion 
to stay proceedings—Arbitration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), s. 
4.— Parry v. Liverpool Malt Co., apr., §.J. 118 


BANKER— 

1. Account— Rule in pats 9 case—Application of rule as 
between bank, customers, and third parties.— Mutton v, Peat, cu.D, 
BYRNE, J., W.R. 62 

2. Cheque—‘‘ Customer”’—Defective title — Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), 8. 82.—Great Western Railway Co. v. 
London and County Banking Co., Q.B.D., W.R. 144 


BANKRUPTCY— 

1, Execution—Completion by seizure and sale—Bankruptcy Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 45—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 71), 8. 11.—Ford, Re, Official Receiver, Ex parte, BKcY., 8.J. 
75; W.R. 173 

2. Office of trustee vacated on receiving order being made 
against him—Rescision of receiving order—Restoration of trustee— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 52), s. 85.—Newman, Re, 
Oficial Receiver, Ex parte, BKoY., W.R. 94 

3. Petitioning creditor’s debt—Security—Valuation—Redemp- 
tion by trustee at assessed value—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 52), Schedule II., rr. 11, 12.—Vautin, Re, Saffery, Ex parte, 
a, W: ‘, ee . - F 

4. Property vesting in trustee—Exception of personal earnin 
limited to what is necessary for support of bankrupt and his wife 
and family—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. o, 52), s. 44.— 
Roberts, Re, Roberts, Ex parte, arp., $.J. 44; W.R. 132 

5. Reputed ownership—Goods used for purposes connected with 
trade or business—Mantle-stands—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 51), 8. 44 (iii.).—Sharman v. Mason, @.B.D., 8.J. 26; 
W.R. 142 

6. Scheme of arrangement—Remuneration of trustee—Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 72, sub-section 1—Bank- 


4. Validity—Form—Covenant to produce last receipt for aes 


rates, and taxes ‘‘ when called upon ’—Power to seize on 

any covenant—Bills of Sale — Amendment Act, 1885 (45 & 

7 = oe Cc. 43), 88. Js 9.— vy Re, Ward, Ea parte, Q BD., 
-R, 46 


BREAD— 
Sale of, otherwise than by weight—3 Geo. 4, c. 106, s. 4.—London 
County Council v. Read, Q.B.D., §.J. 27 


BYE-LAW— 
See Local Government, 1, 10 


CHARITY— : 

1. Gift limited to persons connected with a certain firm—Amal- 
gamation of firms—Application of fund—<Gosling, Re, Gosling v. 
Smith, CH.D, BYRNE, J., §.J. 196. . 

2. Unknown origin—Dispute as to objects—Letter of Charity 
Commissioners—Final determination— Local Government Act, 1894 
(56 & 57 Vict. o, Ma 70 — General v. Hughes, CH.D. 
COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R. 1 


COMMON LODGING HOUSE— 

Charitable institution—Salvation Army shelter—Non-registra- 
tion—Commoi Lodging Houses Act, 1851 o & 15 Vict Vict. c. 
28)—Common Lodging Houses Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 41).— 
Logsdon v. Booth, Q.B.D., §,J, 158 


COMPANY— 

1. Director—Dividends—Loss of capital 
gence—Fraud—Reliance of director on officers of company—State- 
ments honestly made—Damage—Statute of Limitations.— National 
Bank of Wales, Re, Cory’s case, aPP., W.R, 99 

2. Directors— Promoters — 


company—Effect of waiver clause—Failure to shew reasonable 
belief that statements were true—Com Act, 1867 (30 & 31 
Vict. c. 81), s. 388—Directors’ Liability Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
64), “3, sub-section 1 (a).—Greenwood v. Leathershod Wheel Co., 
APP., . 156 





ruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 3, sub-section 16; s. 15, 
qub-cxtien 1—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 1890, rr. 305, 306— 
Scale of Fees, Table B.—Christie, Re, Christie, Ex parte, BKOY., | 
8.J. 12; W.R. 94 
7. Stock Exchange transactions—Bankruptcy of broker—Debt 
for differences due to client—Collection of assets by official assignee 
of Stock Exchange—Surplus after payment of Stock Exchange 
og ee by trustee in bankruptcy.—King v. Hutton, BKcy., 
RK, 95 
See also Company, 8; Married Woman, 1 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 


| 
| 
See Banker, 2 | 


BILL of SALE— 


1. Formalities—Occupation of grantor omitted—Consideration | 
alleged to be improperly stated—Insufficient specific description of 
certain chattels in schedule, to wit, ‘‘ Two horses and four cows ”— 
Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), s. 10 (2)—Bills of Sale 
Act (1878) Amendment Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. 0. 43), . 4.—_ 
— nye on... Bs. a a 

2. Payment by instalments— ment to mort, - | 
perty—Sale before instalments were Gn0—Righa of aan dl yea 
interest accruing subsequent to sale.—West v. Diprose, OH.D. | 
COZENS-HARDY, J., 8.J. 175 

8. Time for payment—Provision for payment “‘ on or before” a 
specified day—Statut form, “‘ accordance’’ with—“ Stipulated | 





times or time” —Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict, c. 43), 8, 9; | 
Schedule.—De Braam v. Ford, arp., 8.J. 87 | 


3. Promoters—Directors—Sale by promoters to company—No 
independent board—Duties of directors—Validity of contract— 
Breach of trust—. tation—Voidable con Rescission 
—Change of position.—Lagunas Nitrate Co. v. Lagunas Syndicate, 


ApPp., W.R. 74 

4. Reconstruction—Filing of reconstruction agreement—Com- 
panies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), s. 25.—T7ransvaal Exploring 
Co. v. Albion Gold Mines, CH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R, 108 : 

5. Reconstruction scheme—Vi —Limited time for yal 
tion for shares by old at the disposal of new 
company—Application after the limited time—Companies Act, 
1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 161.—Burdett-Ooutts v. True Blue 
(Hannan’s) Gold Mine, arr., W.R. 1 

6. Shares—Issue of fully-paid shares—. 

Statement of mode of payment otherwise than in cash—Sufficient 
statement of consideration—Property described merely 
by reference to prior Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. 
c. 131), 8, 25.—Frost & Co,, Re, aPP., W.R. 39 

7. Partly paid-up of filed contract— 
Statement of nature of of transaction— 
Com Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), s. 25—Companies Act, 
a 4 (61 & 62 Vict. c. 26).—Wateon & Co., Re, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., 

-R. 40. 

8. Windi up—Fraudulent preference—Discharging _ 
obligation—Payment to satisfy cameo oy eg Act, 1 
(25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 8. 164— Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
. 52), s. 48.— Blackburn & Co., Re, 's case, CH.D, WRIGHT, J., 

R, 186 





































4 DIGEST. 


Solicitors’ Journal, 
Feb. 16, 1900. 








9. Winding up — Liquidator —Invalid appointment. — 7'rench 
Tubeless Tyre Co.. Re, Bethell v. Trench Tubeless Tyre Co., CH.D. 
KEKEWICH. J., §.J. 119; W.R, 200 

10. Winding up—Misfeasance—Director—Unauthorized payment 
of capital to shareholders—Ultra vires act—Order on directors to 
refund— Right of indemnity from shareholders.— Moxham v. Grant, 
arr., §.J. 58; W.R, 130 

11. Winding up—Order for public examination—Summons to 
discharge order—Time— Evidence of not being concerned in pro- 
motion of company—Admissibility.— National Stores, Re, CH.D. 
WRIGHT, J., S.J. 27; W.R. 185; app., S.J. 74 

See also Limitation Statutes, 1; Practice, 5, 16; Solicitor, 
6; Trustee, 1 


CONTEMPT— 
See Libel 


CONTRACT— 

1, Agreement by vendor to pay commission to undisclosed pur- 
chaser’s agent—Action on contract by vendor—Claim by purchaser 
to set off agent’s commission.— Grant v. Gold Exploration Syndicate, 
App., §.J. 100 

2. Fraudulent inducement—Concealment of identity—Materiality 
—Right to repudiate.—Gordon v. Street, APP., W.R. 158 

3. Representation — Consideration of marriage — Statement of 
intention — Letter by father of bride.—Farina v. Fickers, CcH.D. 
COZENS-HARDY, J., §.J, 157 

See also Arbitration; Company, 3, 7; Frauds, Statute of; 

Sale of Goods 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 5 


COPYRIGHT— 

1, Artistic copyright— Infringement by printer, who is mere 
agent—Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 68), s. 6— 
International copyright — Infringement — Nature of remedies — 
International Copyright Act, 1886 (49 & 50 Vict. c. 33), s. 2, sub- 
section 3—Minimum penalty—Costs.— Baschet v. London Illustrated 
Standard Co., CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 42; W.R. 56 

2. Infringement—Book—Sheet of music—Perforated sheets for 
use in a mechanical instrument—Copyright Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. 
c. 45), 88. 2, 15.— Boosey v. Whight, apr., $.J. 118 

3. Infringement — Injunction— Report of speech — Verbatim 
report—Right of reporter—Labour and skill—‘‘ Author ””—Copy- 
right Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 45).— Walter v. Lane, arr., §.J, 41 


CORPORATION— 
See Local Government, 6 
cosTs— 
See Partition, 1; Practice, 1, 6-8; Public Authority; 


Solicitor, 1-3 
CRIMINAL LAW— 


Children—Prevention of cruelty—Evidence of accused n—— 
Cross-examination— Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894 
(57 & 58 Vict. c. 41), ss. 1, 12—Criminal Evidence Act, 1898 (61 & 
a. a c. 36), s. 1, sub-section (/),.—Charnock v. Merchant, Q.B.D., 

J. 196 


CcROWN— 
Prerogative—Right to stay proceedings—Right of removal.— 
Stanley of Alderley (Lord) vy. Wild, arp., §,J, 145 


EASEMENT— 
1. Right of support—Adjacent land—Asphaltum or pitch.— 
Trinidad Asphalt Co. vy. Ambard, P.c., W.R. 116 
2. Way of necessity—Vendor and purchaser—Land sold not 
entirely ‘‘ landlocked” by other land of vendor—Implied grant.— 
Titchmarsh v. Royston Water Co., CH D, KEKEWICH, J., §,J. 101; 
W.R. 201 


ELECTION LAW— 

1, Costs—Ward with two polling stations—One committee room 
with clerk and messenger only allowed—Application for relief— 
Municipal Elections (Corrupt and IlJegal Practices) Act, 1884, s. 20. 
—Cambridge (St. Matthew’s Ward) Election, Re, 2.B.D., §.J. 102 

2. Registration—Parochial electors—Separate /ist—Ownership 





parochial electors—Claims to be on parochial electors’ list—Juris- | 


diction of revising barrister to revise separate list and claims— 


Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), ss. 2 (1), 44.— | 


Reg. v. Nash, 2.B.D., W.R. 188 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY— 
See Master and Servant, 1-3 


| 


FALSE REPRESENTATION— 

Raid on friendly State—Illegality of common venture—Crimihal 
offence— Claim for damages— Joint delinquents — Demurrer— 
Foreign Enlistment Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 90), s, 11 (i.).— 
Burrows v. Rhodes, Q.B.D., W.R, 13 


FINANCE ACTS— 
See Inland Revenue; 1-5 


FOREIGN ENLISTMENT— 
See False Representation 


FORESHORE— 
Lessee from the Crown—Rights of the public—Religious meetings 
—Urban district council — Injunction — Trespass. — Llandudno 
Council v. Wood, CH.D, COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R. 43 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 
Contract—Alleged trust of land—Part performance—Statute of 
Frauds, s. 4.—Jsaacs v. Evans, CH.D., FARWELL, J., 8.J. 157 


GAMING— 


See Local Government, 1 


HIGHWAY— 
See Local Government, 4 


INJUNCTION— 

1, Secret process—Co-owners—Right to use invention.—Heyl- 
Dia v. Edmunds, cH,D, KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 43; W.R. 167 

2. Trade competition—Rival manufacturers of medical apparatus 
—Appropriation of medical testimonials—Fraudulent representa- 
tions—Damage to mavufacturer.—Tallerman v. Dowsing Radiant 
Heat Co., CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R, 146 

See also Foreshore; River 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1, Estate duty — Annuity — ‘‘ Fall consideration in money or 
money’s worth ”—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30). s. 3, sub- 
section 1.—Attorney-General v, Smith-Marriott, 9.B.D., W.R. 12 

2. Estate duty—Life policy—Policy brought into settlement— 
Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), s. 2(1) (d).—Attorney- 
General v. Dobree, Q B.D., $.J. 103 

3. Estate duty—Property passing on death—Settlement—Suar- 
render of life estate to remainderman—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
hy c. 30), 8. 2 (1) (c).—Attorney-General v. De Preville, aPP., W.R. 


4. Settlement estate duty—Contingent settlement—Finance Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 5 (1) (a), 22 (1) (h) (i) —Settled Land 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), 8. 2 (1) (4)—Finance Act, 1898 (61 
& 62 Vict. c, 10), s. 14.—Attorney-General v. Clarkson, aPP., 8.J. 74 

5. Estate duty—Wills Act, 1837 (7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 26), s. 33 
—‘* Property passing on death,”’ Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. 
ce, 30), s. 1—‘* Property of which the deceased was at his death 
competent to dispose,” Finance Act, 1894, s. 2 (1)—Settled pro- 
perty.—Scott (John), Re, Q.B.D., 8.J. 147; W.R. 205 

6. Income tax—Life insurance company—Participating policy- 
holders—Return of premium by way of bonus—‘‘ Annual profits or 
gains ”—Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), Schedule D.— 
Equitable Life Assurance Society of the United States v. Bishop, APP., 


8.J. 100 

7. Inhabited house duty — Hall — Library — Liability to be 
assessed—48 Geo. 3, c. 55, edule B., r. 5—House Tax Act, 1851 
(14 & 15 Vict. c. 36), 8, 1.—Styles v. Middle Temple Society, aPP., 
W.R. 164 

8. Probate duty—Testator resident and domiciled abroad— 
Taking possession and administering the estate—Executor de son 
tort—55 Geo. 3, c. 184, s, 37—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 12), 8. 40.—New York Breweries Co. v 
Attorney-General, H.L., W.R, 32 

9. Stamp duty—Conveyance on sale—Assignment of leaseholds— 
Consideration— Rent—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), s. 57. 
— Swayne v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, app., 8.J. 99; W.R. 197 

10. Stamp duty—Debenture—Option to redeem on paying 
premium—Sum secured—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), 
s. 86; Schedule I., ‘Marketable security.” — Knights Deep v. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners, APP., §.J. 99; W.R. 198 

11. Stamp duty—Receipt—Scrip certificate of stock—‘‘ Con- 
sideration money therein expressed ”’—Instalments—Stamp Act, 
1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), 8. 3, sub-section 2; Schedule L., 
** Receipt,” exemption 11.—Zondon and Westminster Bank v. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners, APP., §.J. 117; W.R. 195 

12. Stamp duty—Release or renunciation on sale—Compensation 
4 railway company to mine owners—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 

ict. c. 39), Schedule I.—Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 
8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), 8. 78.—Great Northern Railway Co. v. Inland 

enue Commissioners, Q.B.D., W.R, 170 
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DIGEST. 5 








INSURANCE— 

“1, Marine—Ship docked for repairs—Ship surveyed in dock at 
same time—Apportionment of expenses between shipowner and 
a Steamship Co. v. London Assurance, H.L., 

J. 116 
2. Marine—Time policy—Ship’s furniture—Grain cargo—Dun- 
4 _ and separating cloths.—Hogarth v. Walker, Q.B.D., 
BR. 4 


JUSTICES— 

Quarter sessions—Practice—Costs—V cy Act, 1824 (5 Geo. 4, 
c. 83), s. 9.—Reg. v. Yorkshire Justices, Huddersfield Corpsration, 
Ex parte, a.B.D., §.J. 12 

See also Licensing Law, 1 
LANDLORD and TENANT— 

1. Covenant—Breach by lessee of covenant with lessor—Right of 
adjoining lessee to enforce the covenant.—Ashby v. Wilson, OH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 43; W.R. 105 

2. Distress—Exemptions—Bedstead—Meaning of “‘ bedding ”— 
51 & 62 Vict. c, 21—51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 8, 147.—Davis v. Harris, 
Q.B D., §.J. 197 

3. Lease—Lessee’s covenant to pay all taxes, rates, duties, &c.— 
Drainage expenses—Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 
Vict. c. 120), s. 85—Metropolis Management Amendment Act. 1862 
(25 & 26 Vict, c. 102), s, 64.—Farlow v. Stevensun, APP., §.J. 73 

4, Lease—Demise for long term of years of land for the erection 
of specified buildings—Covenant by tenant to keep buildings on 
demised land in repair—Subsequently tenant erects other buildings 
—Action by landlord to recover jon on alleged breach of 
covenant to repair a building thereon not mentioned in lease.— 
Smith v. Mills, Q.B.D., §.J. 91 

5. Lease—Forfeiture—Breach of covenant—Notice to remedy 
several breaches—Validity where breaches not all proved—Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. o. 41), s. 14 (1).—Pannell v. City of 
London Brewery Co., CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., §,J. 195 

6, Lease of undivided moiety of minerals—Specific performance 
Impracticability.— Hexter v. Pearce, CH.D. FARWELL, J., §.J. 133 

7. Market garden holding — Improvements — Compensation— 
Special bargain—Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1883 (46 & 
47 Vict. c. 61), 8. 57.—Pearson and I’ Anson’s Arbitration, Re, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 154 

8. Yearly tenant—Notice to quit—Alternative notice—‘‘ End of 
current year’s tenancy’’—Snufficiency of notice.—Wride v. Dyer, 
QB D., 8.J. 27; W.R. 73 


LAND TRANSFER ACT— 
See Vendor and Purchaser, 5 


LEASE— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 1-6; Mortgage, 5, 6; Settled Land, 
1, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


LIBEL— 
Contempt of court—In face of the court—Publication.— McLeod 
v. St. Aubyn, P.0,, W.R. 173 


LICENSING LAW— 

1, Beerhouse—Forfeiture of licence by conviction of licensee— 
Application by owner for tempor authority—Discretion of 
justices—Grounds of refusal—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869 (32 & 
33 Vict. c. 27), ss, 8, 19—Licensing Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 49), 
8. 15.—Flinn & Sons, Ex parte, Q.B.D., W.R, 29 

2. Licence—Premises pulled down for public improvement— 
——- for licence for other premises— Notices, ciency of— 
Alehouse Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61), s. 14—Wine and Beerhouse 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. e. 27), s. 7—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 
Vict. c. 94), 8. 40.—Reg. v. Nicholson, apr., W.R. 52 


LIMITATION STATUTES— 

1, Company—Prospectus—Untrue statements— Compensation 
for damage—Directors’ Liability Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 64), 
s. 3—Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 4. c. 42), 8, 3.— Thomson v. 
Clanmorris (Lord), CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 39 

2. Copyhold manor—Admittance—Arbitrary fine—Fine assessed 
and de-rauded more than six years after defendant’s admittance— 
Accrual of lord’s cause of action—Statutes of Limitation (21 Jac. 1, 
c. 16; 3 & 4 Will, 4, c. 42), 8. 3.—Monckton v. Payne, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 44 

8. Dispossession of land—Inference from equivocal acts—Real 
Property Limitation Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27), 8. 3.—Littled le 
v. Liverpool College, arp., W.R, 177 

4. Husband and wife—Bund by husband—Life interest in bond 


property of wife—Interest on bond—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 5.— 
Dizon i Haynes v. Dickson, CH.D, BYRNE, J., W.R, 71 
80 


ompany, 1 








LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 

1. County Council—B ko poe Government Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), s. 16—M pal Corporations Act, 1882 
(45 & 46 Vict. c. 50), s. 23—Metropolitan Streets Act, 1867 (30 & 
31 Vict. c. 134), s. 23.—T'homas v. Sutters, aPp., §.J. 24; W.R. 133 

2. County fund—County rate—Military aid for suppression of 
riots—Maintenance of troops—Mandamus.—Reg. v. Glaméryan 
County Council, app., W.R. 112 

8. Custody of ancient records relating to the old county of 
Middlesex—Pro ay ee to ionment by Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), as, 1, 2, 40, 64, 100.—West- 
minster _— v. Ee (Duke), gp 8.J. vo 

4, Highway—Liability to repair tone ure—Recovery 0 
sgn ane te a ict council in eff repsirs—Local 
Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 25, sub-section 2,.— 
Daventry Council v. Parker, aPPr., W.R. 68 

5. Land—Compulsory purchase for sewage—Use for hospital— 
Ultra vires—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 175, 
— Attorney - General v. Hanwell Council, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., 
S.J. 26; W.R. 69 

6. Municipal corporation—Accounts—Elective auditor—Munici- 
pal accounts—Accounts of urban sanitary authority—Remuneration 
of auditor—Duty of auditor—Munici rations Act, 1882 (45 
& 46 Vict. c. 50), ss. 25, 27 (1)—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 55), 8. 246.—Thomas v. Devonport Corporation, arr., 
W R. 89 

7. Publichealth—Nuisance—‘ Person ieved”’— Public Health 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 105.—Hilton v. Hopwood, .B.D., 
i} 


J. 90 

8. Public health—Sewers—Cleansing—Local authority—Ni t 
to cleanse—Dama to adjoining occupier—Liability of 
authority—Public Fealth Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 19, 
299.—Baron v. Portslade Council, 9.B.D., W.R. 191 

9. Water supply—District council—Ripsarian owner—River— 
Water rightse— 
332.—Roberts v. Gwyrfai Council, arr., 8.J. 10; W.R. 51 

10. Water-tower erected by company under special Act—Non- 
compliance of undertakers with bye-laws made under Public Health 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 157—Jurisdiction of district 
council to.etiforce obedience to bye-laws.— Uckfield Council v. Crow- 
borough Water Co., Q.B.D., $.J. 12; W.R. 63 

See also Charity, 2 


wees found—Forsign 1 1 

1, Lunatic not so found— unatic—Status of lunacy 
declared by competent foreign court—Guardian appointed by 
competent foreign court—‘‘ Tuteur”—Vesting of pro in 

ian—Power of ian to give receipts and 
Payment and transfer to ian.— Thiery v. Chalmers & Co., OH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 59; W.R. 148 
2. Person of unsound mind not so found by inquisition—Pauper 

lunatic — Application of pro — Jurisdiction — Discretion — 
Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), ss. 116 (4), 117, 299, 300.—Tye, 
Re, apP., 8.J. 175 


MANDAMUS— 
See Local Government, 2 


MARKET— 
Tolls—Exposure for sale—Newton District Improvement Act, 
1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. c.), s. 59, Schedule B.—Newton-in-Makerfield 
Council v. Brown, Q.B.D., §,J. 176 


bates ticipation—Bankruptcy—Subse- 
1. Se te use—Res t on anticipation— a 

uent Snovateaneiiae of life interest —Married Women’s 

perty Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), s. 1, sub-section 5; s. 19, 

va Settlement, Re, Briggs v. Ryan, CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., 

-R, 10 
2. Torts to wife—Husband’s right to sue—Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. co. 75), s. 12.—Ruston v. Sherras, 
CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., §.J, 11 

See also Practice, 15; Solicitor, 5 


MASTER and SERVANT— me oe 
1. Sopmntion See apprenticeship 
for benefit of infant—Validity—Employers and Workmen Act, 
1875 “g & 39 Vict. c. 90), s. 6.—Green v. Thompson, Q.B.D., 
1 
2. Com for injuries caused accident— Employment 
on, or in, aa a factory—Accident z third "s 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. ©, 37), & T.— 
Francis v. Turner, app., §.J, 117 


3. Personal injury “ accident ”—Workmen’s Co: 
Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 8. 37.—Walker v. Lil Co., 


App., $.J. 117 





blic Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. o. 55), as. 51, - 











6 DIGEST. ‘Neg oe ed 
METROPOLIS— bad icultural land’? — ‘‘ Buildings or other hereditaments’ — 


1, London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), 8. 22, 
oa 2—Land “lawfully occupied.” —Scott v. Carritt, APP., 

. 174 

2. oe Pe eee valuation—Alteration in value—Pro- 
visional and supplemental valuation—Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 
1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 67), ss. 43, 46, 47.—EZilis v. Camberwell 
Assessment Committee, arP., §.J. 59; W.R. 162 

3. Rating—Small tenements—Gross value—Sum paid for clean- 
ing, &c., of common staircase—Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869 
(32 & 33 Vict. c. 67), 8. 4.—Pullen v. St. Saviour’s Union, Q B.D., 
W.R. 186 

4, Street—Blocks of flats forming quadrangle—Carriage drive 
in and round—London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. cexiii.), 
8. 7.—Armstrong v. London County Council, Q.B.D., §.J. 158 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 3; Local Government, 1 


MORTGAGE— 

1. Charge upon ‘“‘ all my real and personal estate whatsoever and 
wheresoever ”—Enforcement—Definite property—Valid charge— 
Public policy—Vagueness,—Kelcey, Re, Tyson v. Kelcey, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 59 

2. Covenant —‘‘ Tied” public-house— Collateral security for 
mortgage—Effect of redemption—Omission of ‘‘ successors ”»— 
Assign and sub-lessee—Superior title.— John Brothers (Abergarw 
Brewery) v. Holmes, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §,J. 132 

3. Deposit of deeds—Subsequent purchaser for value without 
notice—Gross negligence—Priority.—Oliver v. Hinton, arP., W.R. 2 

4. Further advance—Second mortgage—Tacking—Trustees— 
Joint tenants.— Freeman v. Lainy, CH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R. 9 

5. Public-house—Leasehold—House “tied” to mortgagees— 
Clogging redemption—Once a mortgage always a mortgage.— 
Rice v. Noakes, CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., §.J. 60; W.R. 110 

6. Redemption—Clogging the equity of redemption—Collateral 
advantage to mortgagee—Leaseholds—Covenant for payment to 
mortgagee of one-third of the profit rent until the end of the term, 
though principal and interest paid before—Validity.—Santley v. 
Wilde, arp., W.R. 90 


PARTITION— 

1. Practice—Costs—Partition Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 40), s. 
10—R.8.C. ord. 65, r. 14 (b).—Graham v. Clinton (Lord), oH.D. 
STIRLING, J., §.J. 88 

2. Practice—Form of judgment—Permanent improvements— 
Allowance.— “Kenrick v. Mountsteven, CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., §.J. 
44; W.R, 141 

3. Sale—Infant plaintiff— Defendants interested in moiety 
desiring a sale—Sale directed if parties other than infant found 
entitled to moiety—Conversion—Partition Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. 
c. 17), «. 6.—Norton v. Norton, CH.D. BYRNE, J., §.J. 43; W.R. 140 


PATENT— 

1, Infringement — Anticipation — Novelty — Subject-matter.— 
Taylor v. Annand, aPrP., §.J. 117 

2. Practice—Petition for revocation of patent—Disclaimer— 
Terms on which leave to amend by disclaimer granted—Form of 
order—Costs—Patents and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
c. 57). — Ludington Oigarette Machine Co. v. Baron Cigarette 
Machine Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., $.J. 102 


PHARMACY— 
Poison, sale of—Agent merely for orders and payments—The 
Pharmacy Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 121), s. 15.—Pharmaceutical 
Society v. White, a.B D., 8.J. 176 


POOR LAW— 

1. Rating—Distress Warrant—Liability to pay from date when 
rate made.— Davis v. Woodfield, 9.8.D., §.J. 197 

2. Rating—Advertising stations—Persons rateable—Advertise- 
ment contractor—Advertising Stations (Rating) Act, 1889 (52 & 53 
Vict. c. 27), s. 3.—Burton v. St. Giles-in-the-Fields Assessment 
Committee, Q.B.D., 8.J. 176 

3. Rating—Assessment—Mode of lairages—Evidence of average 
Meg and expenditure,—Mersey Docks v. Birkenhead Union, APP., 

4. Rating — Exemption from— Police station— Residences of 
— of.—Cross v. West Derby Union, Q.B.D., 

5. Rating—Line of Pipes conveying sewage from several districts 
to the sea— Pipes laid part of the way above the surface of the 
ground but covered with earth—Rateability of such sewer—Ordinary 
un und sewer—Exception.—Newport Union v. Yetradyfodwg 


Sewarage Board, Q B.D., §.J. 197 
6, Rating—Market garden—Land covered with greenhouses— 





Agricultural Rates Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 16), ss. 1, 5, 9.— 
Smith v. Richmond, H.L , W.R. 115 


PRACTICE— 

1. Appeal—Appeal as to costs only—Judge’s discretion not exer- 
cised—Costs, charges, and expenses—Judicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 
Vict. c. 66), s. 49.—Bew v. Bew, app., W.R, 124 

2. Appeal—Court of Appeal—Application to Divisional Court to 
set aside judgment of official referee—Judicature Act, 1894 (57 & 
58 Vict. c. 16), 8. 1 (5).—Daglish v. Barton, arp., §.J. 24; W.R. 50 

3. Attachment— Positive undertaking by counsel—R. 8, C., 1883, 
ord. 41, r. 5.—Halford v. Hardy, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 90 

4, Charging order nisi—Death of judgment debtor—Liability of 
estate—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 42, r. 23.—Stewart v. Rhodes, CH.D. 
STIRLING, J., §.J. 195 

5. Company — Debenture-holders’ action — General form of 
judgment.— Wolverhampton Brewery, Re, Downes v. Wolverhampton 
Brewery, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., S.J. 74 

6. Costs—Disputed intestacy — Heir-at-law— Devisees—Executors 
—Land Transfer Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 65), Part I.—Peel, Re, 
Woodcock v. Holroyd, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 10 

7. Costs—Solicitor and client—Shorthand notes of evidence— 
Patent action.—Osmond v. Mutual Cycle Manufacturing Co., APP., 
W.R. 125 

8. Costs—Taxation—Fixed costs—Substituted service of writ— 
Ord. 3, r. 7—Ord. 65, r. 27 (38)—Central Office Practice Rule 18.— 
Flatau v. Cullen, apr., 8.J. 10; W.R. 36 

9. Creditors’ deed—Action for account—Discretion of court— 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 10.—Campbell v. Gillespie, OH.D. COZENS- 
HARDY, J., 8.J. 90; W.R. 151 

10. Defence—Undertaking by defendant in action for specific 
performance not to put in defence in event of plaintiff's undertaking 
not to move for judgment in default of defence before particular 
day—Defect in title afterwards discovered owing to subsequent 
judicial decision—Application to put in defence notwithstanding 
ua to the contrary.— Scott v. Moxon, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., 

J. 196 

11. Discontinuance—Non-suit—R. 8. C. ord. 26, rr. 1, 4.—Fow v. 
“ Star” Newspaper, H.L., §.J. 116 

12. Discovery—Affidavit of documents—Claim of privilege— 
Sufficiency of affidavit.— Attorney-General v. Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
(Mayor), arr., W.R. 38 

13. Discovery—Interrogatories—Objections to answer—Ord. 31, 
rr. 1, 6,— Dalgleish v. Lowther, app., W.R. 37 

14. Jurisdiction—Power of a Californian court to authorize a 
judgment creditor to sue in the name of a company in an English 
en v. Mexican Land Co., CH.D. STIRLING, 
J., S.J. 145 

15. Married woman—Judgment debtor—Order for payment into 
court—Default—Writ of attachment—Separate estate—Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 21), ss. 1 (2), 18, 24 
—Debtors Acts, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 62), as. 4,5; 1878 (41 & 42 
Vict. ‘c. 54)—R. 8. C., ord. 42, rr. 4, 24.—Turnbull, Re, Turnbull v. 
Nicholas, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 59; W.R. 136 

16. Parties—Joinder or defendants—Action against company, 
directors, and promoter—Fraudulent and misleading prospectus— 
Claim against company for rescission of contract to take shares and 
repayment of purchase-money, and against other defendants for 
damages — Separate action against each defendant, whether 
i. _lihaitimaaaay v. Great Horseless Carriage Co., APP., 

J. 156 

17. Pleading—Appearance—Writ indorsed under order 18a— 
Motion for judgment in default of appearance—R. 8. C. ord. 18a, 
r. 6; ord. 13, r. 12.—Greene v. St. John’s Mansions, Q.B.D., §.J. 175 

18. Summons for directions—Action directed to come on without 
pleadings— Evidence—R. 8. C. ord. 30.—@utta Percha Corporation, 
Re, Thornton v. Gutta Percha Corporation, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8,J. 133 

19. Trial—Trial with jury—Leave to defend given without any 
condition or direction as to mode of trial—Right of defendant to 
trial with jury—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 14, rr. 6, 8; ord. 36, r. 6.— 
Woolfe v. De Braam, App., W.R, 161 

ee also Partition, 1, 2 ; Trade Union; Trustee, 2 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT— 


See Arbitration ; Solicitor, 6 


PUBLIC AUTHORITY— 


Coste—Action against—Power to deprive of costs—Good cause 
—Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 61), s. 1 
—ord, 65, r. 1.—Bostock v. Ramsay District Council, Q.B.D., §.J. 158 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 


See Local Government, 5-10; Vendor and Purchaser, 7, 9; 
Water 
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RATING— 


See Metropolis, 2, 3; Poor Law, 1-6 


BESTRAINT of TRADE— 


Unreasonable .covenant—Injunction.— Morse v. Fowler, OH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 89 


REVENUE— 


See Inland Revenue 


RIVER— 


Pollution—Putrid solid matter—Right of impounding or diverting 
water—Rivers Pollution Act, 1876 439 & 40 Vict. c. 75), ss. 2, 17, 
20.—Ribble Joint Committee v. Halliwell, apr., W.R. 22 


SALE of GOODS— 


Contract—Benz Ideal motor car—Implied condition as to the 
fitness of the machine—Evidence—Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 
as ier c. 71), s. 14, sub-sections 1, 2,—Rice v. Friswell, Q B.D., 

197 


SETTLED LAND— 


1, Minerale—Lease—Open or unopened mine—Settled Estates 
Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c, 18), 8. 4.—Maynard’s Settled Estates, Re, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 60 

2. Lease—Tenant for life —- Building lease — Reservation of 

minerals—Settled Land Act. 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 6, 7, 
13, 17, 20—Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 78).— 
Nevill and Newell’s Contract, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 88; W.R. 
181 

3. Practice—Sale by trustee of settled lands—Service on remain- 
dermen—Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53), s. 44—-Settled 
Land Acts, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 17, 63 ; and 1884 (47 & 48 
ay C. 18), 8. 7 (1).—Hardstaff’s Settlement, Re, "CHAD. STIRLING, J., 

J, 119 

4, Scheme for improvement approyed by trustees who had no 
capital moneys in their hands—Improvements executed at 
of tenant for life—Reimbursement by capital moneys—Settled Land 
Act, 1882, ss, 21, 22, 26.—Norfolk (Duke) Estate, Re, Norfolk v. 
Lord Herries, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.J. 196 


SETTLEMENT— 


1. Construction—Meaning of “ income”—Tithes—Rent- 
under the Improvement of Land Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 114)— 
Voluntary abatements to tenants —.Unlet property — Personal 
occupation of unlet property.—Bateman (Lady ) v. Faber, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., §,J. 145; W.R. 165 

2. Voluntary settlement— Undue influence—Fiduciary relation— 
Independent advice—Solicitor acting for both parties.—Powell v. 
Powell, OH.D. FARWELL, J., §.J. 134 


SHIP— 


1. Charter-party — Advance —_ — Destruction of part of 
cargo before sailing—Liability to pay advance freight on cargo 
destroyed.— Weir v. Girvin, aPr., W.R. 179 

2. Charter-party— Despatch money— Dem — Option to 
average days for loading and discharge.— Oakville ood Oo. v. 
Holmes, 9.B.D., 8.3. 75; W.R. 152 

3. Collision—Action against tag tug and tow—Judgment by default 
against tow—Proceeds of sale of tow paid into court—Plaintiffs’ 
vessel and tug held both to une See tug for half 
damage—Measure of tug’s liability—Right of owners of te tug to have 
credit for sum paid into court.—‘‘ Morgengry,” The, and ‘ Black- 
cock,” The, APP., W.R, 121 

4. Collisio n—Crossing steam vessels—Duty of vessel to keep her 
course and epeed—Regulations of 1897 for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea, Articles 19, 21.—‘* Ornen,” The, APP., S.J. 195 

5. Dock—Dockmaster, duty of—Requisition to remove vessel— 
Duckham v. Gibbs, Q.B.D., $.J, 103 

6. General average—D —_ in cargo—Maintenance of 
cattlemen—-Fodder for cattle.—A nglo-Argentine 1 Live Stock Agency 
¥. ~—— Steamship Co., @.B.D., W.R. 64 

General average—Loss of treight,—Jredale v. China Traders’ 
hate Co., @2.B.D., W.R, 48 

8. Limitation of liability—Sum paid into Admiralty Division— 
Actions under Lord Campbell’s Act in the Queen’s Bench Division 
—Transfer of actions.—Hoche v. London and South-Western Railway 
Co., ae WR. 1 

See also Insurance, 1, 2 


SOLICITOR— 
1, Costs—Charging order—Property recovered or preserved— 





ag 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), s. 28.— Tweed, Ex parte, 
app., W. 
2. Costs—Taxation—Interest on costs.—Bentwich & Co., Re, 
App., 8.J. 60 
3. Costs —Taxation—Pauper client—Taxation of costs in House 
of resents or Dy pg nay solicitor ont S a 
agreement.— ap mon, Ex , APP., S.J. 
debs Lec en nts es “saa, Sk Sonn ps 
ebt due or o untary —— ct, 
& o Vict. c, 127), s. 28.— Watts v. Hetley, CH.D. BYRNE, J., §.J,.134 
. Married woman—Gift to solici 's son—Voluntary deed by 
wife in favour of husband—Undue iusme—Onw probandi.— 
Barrow v. Willis, OH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R. 26 
6. Principal and agent—Revocation of authority by dissolation 
of defendant company—Notice of revocation—Liability of solicitor 
to pay plaintiff's costs—Companies Act, 1862, s, 143.—Salton v. 
New Beeston Cycle Co., CH.D. STIRLING, J., W. R. 92 
See also Settlement, 2 


STAMP ACTS— 
See Inland Revenue, 9-12 


STATUTE— 
Construction — Permissive or imperative — Water — Rights of 
adjoining — Irrigation — Negligence —Common law 
Santa" Denodcon Pee Pacific Railway Oo. v. Parke, P.o., W.R. 118 


TRADE-MARK— 

1. Improper use of the words “‘ trade-mark ”— tation 
—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict, c. 
57), 8. 105.—Hubbuck v. Brown, 0H.D., KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 101 

2. Registration—“ St. ee Dana 2 "Geographical ——— 
tive name—Fancy word—Paten 


arks Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), ss. 64 c) (2), 74 oa). pas ~sare et Cie’s 
Trads Mark, Re Ave. B40, G6, , 


TRADE NAME— 

Defendant using his own name—Sale of same to a compan ys 
Imitation—Tendency to deceive—Fraud—Costs.— Valentine Meat 
—_ Co. v. Valentine Extract Oo., OH.D., STIRLING, J.,8.J. 42; W.R. 

2 


a re 

Strike and _lock-out—‘‘ Watching or besetting ”—Interlocu 
injunction—Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, woe 
& 39 Vict. oc. set en 3, 7—Practice—Joinder of parties—R. 8. C., 
ord. 16, rr. 1, 4, 11, —Walters v Green, OH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 23 


TRUSTEE— 

1, Company—Sale set aside—Interest on rents and profite— 
Breach of trust—Sale by trustee to himself—Liability of trustee.— 
Silkstone Coal Co. v. Edey, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 41; W.R. 137 

2. ry we from ‘foes bs, —Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 
BYRNE, Deo VR. 73 

See also Settled Lard, 3; Will, 3 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 
1, Abstract of title—Abstract in chief of recited deed.—Stam/ord, 
cc., Banking Oo. v. Knight, CH.D, NORTH, J., §.J. 101 
2. Covenant not to use as an inn or a in 
— iY ren .— Hepworth Vv. Pickles, CH.D, FARWELL, J oT} 8.J. 44 
3. Covenant —Restrictive covenant—Covenant running with the 
Oy coding ee —— flats. 
4. Covenant—Undisclosed restrictive covenant—Notice—Form 
of conveyance—Summons—Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 (37 & 
38 Vict. 78), s. 9.—Wallis and Barnard’s Contract, Re, OH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., W.R, 57 
5. Freeholds—Sale by executors— Executor named but not 
Pp roving—Ooncurrence—. ‘Land Transfer Act, 1897 (60 & 
1 Vict. c. 65), Part I.—Pawley and London Provincial Bank's 
rig: Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 25; W.R. 107 
6. Leaseholds—Sale sui subject to consent of lessor—Duty of vendor 
to obtain “Day. Single, a hes to refuse—Measure of 
—. v. Singleton, APP. 18 
7. for expenses on after ay Fey of 
mae... work ordered on property after conta (London) Act, 
1891 (54 & 55 Vict. a. 16}, on 14l—-Oondition, thet that vendor may 
receive rents up to actual completion.—Barsht v. Tagg, CHD. 
ey ee repudiation of contract 
before last instalment—Aots amounting to—Right to recover money 
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Solicitors’ Journal, 
Feb. 10, 1900. 








paid—Specific performance.—Cornwall v. Henson, CH.D. COZENS | 


HARDY, J., W.R. 42 
9. Private street works—Charge—Completion of works—Final 
apportionment—Date when charge comes into existence—Public 
ealth Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 257—Private Street 
Works Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 57), s. 18.—Stock v. Meakin, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 6 
See also Contract, 1; Easement, 2; Settled Land, 2 


WATER— 

Riparian owner—Right to flow of water—Water flowing in 
defined channel—Artificial construction at source of spring—Local 
authority—Public well-—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 55).— Mostyn v. Atherton, CH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R. 168 

See also Local Government, 9, 10 ; Statute 


WEIGHTS and MEASURES— 
False or unjust weighing machine—Weighing tea—Paper bag 
stuck into weighing machine—Weights and Measures Act, 1878 (41 
& 42 Vict. c. 49), s. 25.—Lane v. Rendall, a.3.p., §.J. 11; W.R. 153 


WILL— 
1, Construction—Accruer— Said share whether original or 
accruing.” —Searight, Re, Bell v. Searight, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §,J. 25 


2. Construction—‘‘ Issue,” meaning of—Children only or 
descendants generally—Several other clauses in same will con- 
taining context shewiog that in those clauses issue meant children 
—No context in clause in question.—Birks, Re, Kenyon v. Birks, 
Arp., $.J. 100 


3. Construction—Trust for sale—Trustees’ indemnity and 
reimbursement clause-eUnexhausted residue—Resulting trust.— 
West, Re, George v. Grose, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 89; W.R. 138 


4, Construction—Vesting—Remoteness—Maintenance.—Turney, 
Re, Turney v. Turney, avr., W.R. 97 


5. Name and arms clause—Use of surname.—Zversley (Lord), Re, 
Mildmay v. Mildmay, cH.D, BYRNE, J., §.J. 11 


6. Residuary devise and bequest—Settlement—Power of revoca- 
tion and new appointment—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), s. 27.— 
Goulding’s Settlement, Re, Dobell v. Dutton, CH.D, COZENS-HARDY, J., 
W.R. 183 

7. Secret trust—Joint tenants—Notice to one only.—Stead, Re, 
Whitham v. Andrew, CH.D. FARWELL, J., 8.J. 146 

8. Specific legacy of trust fund—Subsequent transference into 
testatrix’s own name—Appropriation of accountse—Total or partial 
ademption.— Vickers, Re, Vickers v. Mellor, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., §.J.90 

See also Inland Revenue, 5 








